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Photon recoil is one of the fundamental limitations for high-fidelity control of trapped-atom qubits
such as neutral atoms and trapped ions. In this work, we derive an analytical model for efficiently
evaluating the motion-induced infidelity in remote entanglement generation protocols. Our model is
applicable for various photonic qubit encodings such as polarization, time-bin, and frequency, and
with arbitrary initial motional states, thus providing a crucial theoretical tool for realizing high-
fidelity quantum networking. For the case of tweezer-trapped neutral atoms, our results indicate
that operating in the bad-cavity regime with cavity decay rate exceeding atom-photon coupling rate,
and near-ground-state cooling with motional quanta below 1, are desired to suppress the motion-
induced infidelity sufficiently below the 1% level required for efficient quantum networking. Finite
temperature effects can be mitigated efficiently by detection time filtering at the moderate cost of
success probability and network speed. These results extend the understanding of infidelity sources
in remote entanglement generation protocols, establishing a concrete path towards fault-tolerant
quantum networking with scalable trapped-atom qubit systems.

Entanglement between remote stationary qubits is the
fundamental building block of quantum networking pro-
tocols [1–3] to realize multiprocessor quantum computing
[4–8], secure communication [9, 10], long-baseline quan-
tum sensing [11, 12], and secure delegated quantum com-
puting [13]. A common class of protocols for remote en-
tanglement generation is the heralded entanglement gen-
eration (HEG) protocol consisting of atom-photon entan-
glement generation via an atom-state-dependent emis-
sion of photons into separate modes, such as polarization,
time-bin, and frequency, and entanglement swapping via
a photonic Bell-state measurement [14–16]. The crucial
metrics of these operations are the average fidelity and
the rate of entanglement generation. They have rapidly
improved in recent years to reach infidelities of a few per-
cent [17–19] and a 250 s−1 generation rate [20].

However, currently, this HEG rate significantly lags
behind the local gate operations of atomic qubits such
as fast Raman gates [21, 22] and Rydberg gates [23, 24],
which reach near 10−3 infidelity and MHz-order opera-
tion [25, 26]. Thus, current implementation may become
a significant bottleneck for achieving a scalable quan-
tum network, required for multiprocessor fault-tolerant
quantum computers [8]. To further improve physical-
level HEG required for fast and resource-efficient remote
fault-tolerant gate operations [27, 28], thorough analysis
and mitigation of infidelity to reach below 1% [27–29], as
well as faster operations by multiplexed HEG in optical
cavities [8, 29–32], are crucial.

A remaining and important challenge in high-fidelity
HEG protocols is the coupling of the motional and inter-
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nal states of the atom and the emitted photonic states
through the photon recoil. Existing techniques to re-
duce recoil-induced motion-qubit coupling during single-
qubit gates [33, 34] are not applicable in this case, be-
cause stochastic processes associated with photon emis-
sion and detection render deterministic mitigation impos-
sible. Despite its universal effect on the remote entan-
glement fidelity for trapped-atom quantum networking
nodes, this was not analyzed in previous proposals for
high-fidelity quantum networking with trapped atoms,
including the comprehensive analysis of Ref. [29]. In light
of the recent observation of significant motion-induced er-
ror in an experimental demonstration of time-bin-based
entanglement generation with trapped ions [19], and with
increasing target fidelities of remote entanglement gener-
ation for multiprocessor fault-tolerant quantum comput-
ing [8, 29], it is imperative to develop an efficient theoret-
ical toolkit covering a wide range of setups and protocols.

Here, we develop a theoretical model to perform an
efficient analysis of the effect of atomic motion on the fi-
delity of HEG. A key contribution of this paper is the in-
troduction of a kick-operator model to concisely express a
time- and state-dependent photon emission including the
motional effects, along with an efficient numerical eval-
uation protocol. This model is applicable to free-space
and cavity-enhanced emissions regardless of the choice
of photonic qubit encoding, streamlining the analysis.
We demonstrate the application of our model for cavity-
assisted HEG protocols which are promising for high-
speed quantum networking [5, 8, 29], with the polariza-
tion and time-bin encodings for the photonic qubits. We
find that the near-ground-state cooling of atoms and op-
erating in the bad-cavity regime, where cavity decay rate
exceeds atom-photon coupling rate, are desired for keep-
ing the motion-induced infidelity below the 1% level. We
further evaluate a time-multiplexed remote entanglement
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ĉ ±
i

q

p

q

p

q

p

q

p

(a)

(b)

spin motion cavity modes

𝑘!-𝑘!

Input-output relation:
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FIG. 1. Motion-photon entanglement in the photon-emission
process. We consider a trapped three-level atom, such as
one in a harmonic potential, at the antinode of the cavity
modes whose wavenumbers are kc. (a) Following the prepa-
ration of the atom in |e⟩s (top), the atom transitions to the
qubit state |0⟩s(|1⟩s) while generating a σ+(−) photon inside
the cavity, which leaks through a coupling mirror and passes
through the quarter-wave plate. Through this process, the in-
ternal, motional, and photonic states become entangled. (b)
Stochastic detection times lead to different motional states
from time-dependent recoil kicks, resulting in infidelity of the
generated entanglement that we model and analyze in detail
in this work.

generation with time-bin encoding [8, 32] as an example
of system-level rate-fidelity tradeoff evaluation.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. I,
we illustrate how the recoil effects induce errors in HEG
protocols and introduce a kick-operator-based formalism
for an efficient fidelity evaluation. In Sec. II, we present
a derivation of the kick operators based on the analy-
sis of atom-cavity dynamics, and evaluate the infidelity
of polarization-based HEG protocols. This is then ex-
tended to the time-bin protocols in Sec. III. Based on the
models presented, we evaluate the rate-fidelity tradeoff in
time-multiplexed, time-bin-photon mediated networking
operations in Sec. IV. Finally, we summarize our results
and provide an outlook in Sec. V.

I. SPIN-MOTION-PHOTON COUPLING AND
ENTANGLEMENT FIDELITY

To illustrate how spin-motion-photon coupling arises
in the quantum networking protocols and leads to in-
fidelities, we consider a simple case where a network-
ing node consists of an atom placed in a polarization-

degenerate optical cavity as shown in Fig. 1. As a sim-
plified setup for analyzing the HEG protocol, we as-
sume that the atom has internal qubit states |0⟩s, |1⟩s
as well as initial and excited states |init⟩s, |e⟩s, and the
transition |0⟩s ↔ |e⟩s(|1⟩s ↔ |e⟩s) is resonantly cou-
pled to the σ+(σ−)-polarized cavity mode. Following
the excitation |init⟩s → |e⟩s, the atom decays from |e⟩s
to the qubit states |0⟩s and |1⟩s with equal probabil-
ity, respectively generating σ+- and σ−-polarized pho-
tons inside the cavity. The photons leave the cav-
ity through the coupling mirror and pass through the
quarter-wave plate, resulting in the spin-photon entan-
glement state (|0⟩s|H⟩+ |1⟩s|V ⟩)/

√
2 where |H(V )⟩ rep-

resents the H(V )-polarized itinerant photon. Including
the non-zero spread of the photon emission times, the
entangled state is expressed by

1√
2

(
|0⟩s

∫
dt f(t)â†H(t) + |1⟩s

∫
dt f(t)â†V (t)

)
|vac⟩,

(1)
where |vac⟩ represents the vacuum state of the propagat-
ing mode, âH,V (t) represent instantaneous annihilation
operators for the two orthogonal polarizations, and f(t)
is the envelope function for the photon wavepacket [29,
30, 35].

However, in the case of trapped atoms, such as neu-
tral atoms in optical tweezers and ions in electromagnetic
traps, the excitation and photon-emission induced recoil
result in a disturbance of the motional state. For sim-
plicity, we consider that the initial spin-motion system
is a pure product state |init⟩s ⊗ |ϕ⟩m, where |ϕ⟩m is the
external (motional) atomic state — the extension to a
mixed state is straightforward and will be discussed later
in this section. The excitation and photon recoil result
in a state with spin-motion-photon entanglement of the
form

|Φ⟩ = 1√
2

(
|0⟩s

∫
dt K̂0(t)â

†
H(t)

+ |1⟩s
∫

dt K̂1(t)â
†
V (t)

)
|ϕ⟩m ⊗ |vac⟩,

(2)

where we have introduced a kick operator K̂i(t) acting
on the motional state, incorporating the recoil effect of
the excitation and photon emission. This operator re-
duces to an identity operator with prefactor f(t) in the
limit of large atomic mass or tight trap, recovering the
expression of Eq. (1). This recoil-induced entanglement
among the three (spin, motional, and photonic) degrees
of freedom eventually reduces the fidelity of the generated
atom-atom entanglement in a HEG protocol, as described
in the following.

To establish a remote atom-atom entanglement, the
two parties Alice and Bob respectively generate the spin-
motion-photon entanglement |Φ⟩A and |Φ⟩B in Eq. (2),
where we add the superscripts q ∈ {A,B} to all opera-
tors and states except |vac⟩ to distinguish the two par-
ties. Following the generation of spin-photon entangle-
ment via photon emission, the HEG protocol completes
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â�
V

<latexit sha1_base64="vG3+5BTAdmlVkit/zkav65WqrV8=">AAAB+HicbVBNS8NAEN34WetHox69LLaCIJSkiHosevFYwX5AG8Nku22XbjZhdyPUkF/ixYMiXv0p3vw3btsctPXBwOO9GWbmBTFnSjvOt7Wyura+sVnYKm7v7O6V7P2DlooSSWiTRDySnQAU5UzQpmaa004sKYQBp+1gfDP1249UKhaJez2JqRfCULABI6CN5NulSm8EOoXMT1vZw1nFt8tO1ZkBLxM3J2WUo+HbX71+RJKQCk04KNV1nVh7KUjNCKdZsZcoGgMZw5B2DRUQUuWls8MzfGKUPh5E0pTQeKb+nkghVGoSBqYzBD1Si95U/M/rJnpw5aVMxImmgswXDRKOdYSnKeA+k5RoPjEEiGTmVkxGIIFok1XRhOAuvrxMWrWqe1E9v6uV69d5HAV0hI7RKXLRJaqjW9RATURQgp7RK3qznqwX6936mLeuWPnMIfoD6/MHFUOSuA==</latexit>

â+
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FIG. 2. HEG process with polarization encoding. Alice and
Bob generate the spin-photon entanglement, and the pho-
tons are sent to the Bell-state measurement (BSM) apparatus
consisting of a balanced beam splitter (BS), polarizing beam
splitters (PBS), and photon detectors.

with a measurement of photons in the Bell basis, i.e.,
Bell-state measurement (BSM), at the middle node, com-
prising the interference of photons at a nonpolarizing
beamsplitter and a pair of single-photon detectors, as
illustrated in Fig. 2. A balanced beamsplitter interferes
the modes âAH(V ) and âBH(V ), resulting in output modes
â±H(V ) = (âAH(V ) ± âBH(V ))/

√
2. The detection of photons

at the output of the beamsplitters with the desired pat-
terns projects the remote atom pair to one of two Bell
states |Ψ±⟩ = (|01⟩s±|10⟩s)/

√
2, where |ij⟩s = |i⟩As |j⟩

B
s ,

in the case of no recoil-induced errors [36]. For exam-
ple, the case of single-photon detection at the modes â+H
and â+V corresponds to the generation of |Ψ+⟩. Here,
reflecting the non-zero spread of the photon emission
times, the detection times for the H and V modes τH , V
are stochastically determines. Formally, such a detec-
tion event can be expressed by a measurement operator
P̂(τH , τV ) = â+H(τH)â+V (τV ). The final state of the suc-
cessful HEG process, conditioned on the measurement
pattern as discussed above with detection times (τH , τV ),
is obtained by the post-emission state |Φ⟩A|Φ⟩B and the
measurement operator as follows:

⟨vac|P̂(τH , τV )|Φ⟩A|Φ⟩B

∝
[
|01⟩sK̂A

0 (τH)K̂B
1 (τV ) + |10⟩sK̂A

1 (τV )K̂B
0 (τH)

]
|ϕ⟩Am|ϕ⟩Bm,

with proper normalization. Tracing out motional states
gives the expression of the spin-spin entanglement
ρ̂(τH , τV ). Assuming here identical systems of Alice and
Bob1, i.e., K̂A

0(1) = K̂B
0(1)(= K̂0(1)) and |ϕ⟩Am = |ϕ⟩Bm, we

find

ρ̂(τH , τV ) =
1 + J(τH , τV )

2
|Ψ+⟩⟨Ψ+|

+
1− J(τH , τV )

2
|Ψ−⟩⟨Ψ−|,

(3)

1 We analyze the case of differing system parameters between Alice
and Bob in Appendix E.

with infidelity to the desired Bell state ϵ(τH , τV ) =
[1 − J(τH , τV )]/2, consisting only of the Z-type (phase)
error. The parameter J(τH , τV ) is obtained from the kick
operators. Expressing a motional-mode initial state more
generally with a density operator (again for simplicity
assuming that Alice and Bob start with the same state:
ρ̂Am = ρ̂Bm =: ρ̂m) gives (Appendix A provides a detailed
derivation)

J(τH , τV ) =
Tr[K̂0(τH)ρ̂mK̂†

1(τV )] Tr[K̂1(τV )ρ̂mK̂†
0(τH)]

Tr[K̂0(τH)ρ̂mK̂†
0(τH)] Tr[K̂1(τV )ρ̂mK̂†

1(τV )]
,

(4)
which can be computed from the expressions for initial
motional states ρ̂m and the protocol-specific kick oper-
ator K̂i(t). Furthermore, the probability density of the
detection is

PD(τH , τV )

=Tr[K̂0(τH)ρ̂mK̂†
0(τH)] Tr[K̂1(τV )ρ̂mK̂†

1(τV )]/8.
(5)

We note that the detection pattern {â−H(τH), â−V (τV )}
also projects the atomic state to |Ψ+⟩, and
{â+H(τH), â−V (τV )} and {â−H(τH), â+V (τV )} to |Ψ−⟩,
with the same expression for infidelity ϵ(τH , τV ) and
probability density PD(τH , τV ); overall success probabil-
ity density of the HEG is thus 4PD(τH , τV ). The above
discussion can be generalized to other photonic qubit
encodings such as time-bin and frequency; see Sec. III
and Appendix A.

In the following, we will analyze the concrete expres-
sions for the recoil-induced infidelity by constructing kick
operators for polarization- and time-bin-based protocols,
starting from the microscopic Hamiltonian evolution.

II. DERIVATION OF THE KICK OPERATOR:
POLARIZATION ENCODING

We now turn our attention to the microscopic Hamil-
tonian dynamics to obtain the kick operators. The atom-
cavity system is characterized by the atom-photon cou-
pling rate g, the coupling rate between the intra-cavity
mode and the (desired) external propagating mode κex,
and the other intra-cavity photon decay rate κin, where
the total cavity decay rate is given by κ = κex + κin.
The atom has a spontaneous decay from |e⟩s at a polar-
ization decay rate γ and is trapped in a state-insensitive
harmonic potential with trap angular frequency ωµ for
trap axis µ = {x, y, z}. As illustrated in Fig. 2, we con-
sider the excitation pulse to be applied along a direc-
tion (denoted y) that is orthogonal to the cavity mode
(along x). In the following, we assume that the excitation
to |e⟩s is driven by a fast π pulse with Rabi frequency
Ω(t) being sufficiently larger than the atomic decay and
cavity-response rate: Ω(t) ≫ γ and Ω(t) ≫ min(κ, g2/κ).
The former condition is crucial to avoid the reexcitation-
induced infidelity [29, 30, 37, 38], whereas the latter al-
lows us to simplify the atom-motion dynamics; under
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this realistic condition, the excitation and emission pro-
cesses can be treated as a sequence of two independent
evolutions along orthogonal axes; see Appendix G. The
excitation-induced recoil effect is expressed as a unitary
operator R̂y acting on the motional degree of freedom
along the y axis. For Ω(t) ≫ ωy, this becomes the
displacement operator eiηy(b̂

†
y+b̂y) where ηy is the Lamb-

Dicke (LD) parameter of the excitation [39]. The Hamil-
tonian in the rotating frame of the cavity frequency is
given by

ˆ̄Hp =
∑
µ

ℏωµb̂
†
µb̂µ

+ ℏg cos(kcq̂x)[(ĉ+|e⟩s⟨0|+ ĉ−|e⟩s⟨1|) + H.c.],
(6)

where ĉ± is the annihilation operator of the cavity mode
corresponding to σ± polarization, b̂µ is the annihila-
tion operator of the motional mode along axis µ, q̂x =√

ℏ/2mωx(b̂x+ b̂
†
x) is the atomic position operator along

x axis for the atomic mass m, and kc is the wavenum-
ber of the cavity fields. Here, g cos(kcq̂x) represents the
position-dependent coupling strength. Further, in the
rotating frame of relevant trap frequencies, the Hamilto-
nian is

Ĥp(t) =ℏg cos[ηx(b̂xe−iωxt + b̂†xe
iωxt)]

× [(ĉ+|e⟩s⟨0|+ ĉ−|e⟩s⟨1|) + H.c.],
(7)

where ηx = kc
√

ℏ/2mωx is the LD parameter along the
cavity axis (x axis).

To derive the spin-motion-photon state, we consider
the dynamics under the condition of no atomic and cavity
decays, which is described by the non-unitary evolution
operator as follows:

ÔHp(t; t0) = T
[
exp

(
− i

ℏ

∫ t

t0

dt′ Ĥp(t
′)

)]
, (8)

where Ĥp := Ĥp−iℏ[γ|e⟩s⟨e|+κ(ĉ
†
+ĉ++ĉ

†
−ĉ−)] is the non-

Hermitian Hamiltonian, and T [·] is the time-ordering
superoperator. This atom-cavity dynamics, along with
dynamical leakage of cavity mode into the propagating
mode, can be expressed in an equation resembling the
Schrödinger-picture input-output relation as follows:

K̂+(t)â
†
H(t)|0⟩s|0⟩c|vac⟩/

√
2

=
√
2κexĉ+ÔHp(t; 0)|e⟩s|0⟩c|vac⟩,

K̂−(t)â
†
V (t)|1⟩s|0⟩c|vac⟩/

√
2

=
√
2κexĉ−ÔHp(t; 0)|e⟩s|0⟩c|vac⟩,

(9)

where |0⟩c is the vacuum state of two cavity modes, and
the recoil effects in the Hamiltonian dynamics Eq. (8) are
represented by operators K̂±(t) acting on the motional
degrees of freedom. Concise expressions can be obtained
by rearrangements:

K̂+(t) =2
√
κex ⟨0|c⟨0|s ĉ+ÔHp(t; 0)|e⟩s|0⟩c,

K̂−(t) =2
√
κex ⟨1|c⟨0|s ĉ−ÔHp(t; 0)|e⟩s|0⟩c.

(10)

The overall recoil effects induced by the protocol are the
product of the excitation-laser-induced recoil R̂y and the
emission-based kicks K̂±(t):

K̂0(t) = K̂+(t)R̂y, K̂1(t) = K̂−(t)R̂y, (11)

with which the fidelity follows from Eq. (4). See also Ap-
pendix B for the detailed step-by-step derivation. Sub-
stituting kick operators into Eq. (4) gives ϵ(τH , τV ) =
[1− Jx(τH , τV )]/2, where

Jx(τH , τV )

=
Tr[K̂+(τH)ρ̂m,xK̂

†
−(τV )] Tr[K̂−(τV )ρ̂m,xK̂

†
+(τH)]

Tr[K̂+(τH)ρ̂m,xK̂
†
+(τH)] Tr[K̂−(τV )ρ̂m,xK̂

†
−(τV )]

,

(12)
and ρ̂m,x is the initial motional state along x axis. The
excitation-laser-induced recoil R̂y completely factors out
from the expression since they act the same way for two
qubit states. Equation (12) only depends on the x-axis
motional degree of freedom, thanks to the well-defined
single emission mode along x axis in the cavity-assisted
protocols. This is in contrast to HEG protocols with free-
space photon emission without a cavity, where the pho-
ton emits at a random angle and thus causes motional
effects along all three directions [19]. The kick operators
K̂±(t) can be efficiently evaluated with standard numer-
ical routines even in the presence of the time-ordering
superoperator, as described in Appendix C.

We now investigate the motion-induced infidelity in
the relevant parameter regime for trapped atoms in a
cavity, examining both its magnitude and the efficacy
of error-suppression strategies. In Fig. 3(a), we illus-
trate the motion-induced infidelity as a function of de-
tection times (τH , τV ), together with detection probabili-
ties in Fig. 3(b), using the parameters (g, κoptex , κin, ωx) =
(5.0, 5.1, 1.0, 0.10)γ. Here, we choose the external cou-
pling rate as κoptex = κin

√
2Cin + 1 with the internal coop-

erativity Cin = g2/(2κinγ), which maximizes the upper
bound of photon generation probability [40]. For large
detection-time difference |τH − τV |, the infidelity signifi-
cantly increases, reaching the 10 % level.

To identify the operational conditions for achieving
ϵ < 10−2, we evaluate the dependence of the pulse-
averaged infidelity on the ratio κ/g and ωx/κ, as shown
in Fig.3 (c) and (d), respectively. In the strong cou-
pling regime g ≳ κ and unresolved motional sideband
regime ωx < κ, the photon generated inside the cavity
can be reabsorbed by the atom before leaving the cavity,
and then re-emitted, causing multiple motional transi-
tions with motional quanta changing by even numbers,
∆nx = ±2,±4, · · · . As a result, the infidelity reaches
∼ 10−1 as shown in Fig. 3 (c). To suppress this effect, the
external coupling rate must be significantly larger than
the atom-photon coupling rate, κex ≫ g, ensuring that
the photon leaves the cavity before being reabsorbed.
This confines the motional coupling to ∆nx = ±2, yield-
ing an overall infidelity scaling of (κ/g)−1 as shown in
Fig.3(c).



5

0.2 0.4
γτH

0.2

0.4

γ
τ V

ε(τH, τV )

10−4

10−3

10−2

10−1

100

0.2 0.4
γτH

0.2

0.4

γ
τ V

4PD(τH, τV )∆τ 2

0.0

5.0

×10−5

10−1 100 101

κ/g

10−2

10−1

A
vg
.
ε

∝ (κ/g)−1

g/γ = 10

g/γ = 20

g/γ = 30

10−1 100 101

ω/κ

10−3

10−2

A
vg
.
ε

g/γ = 10

g/γ = 20

g/γ = 30

0 1 2
γ ×Window width

10−5

10−3

A
vg
.ε

0.0

0.1

0.2

T
ot

al
P

ro
b
.

0.01 0.1 1 2
n̄x

3× 10−4

10−3

10−2

A
vg
.ε

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

FIG. 3. Motion-induced infidelity in the polarization-
encoding HEG protocol. (a) Infidelity and (b) success
probability of the HEG protocol as a function of de-
tection times τH,V , using parameters (g, κopt

ex , κin, ωx) =
(5.0, 5.1, 1.0, 0.10)γ, ηx = 0.20 and n̄x = 1.0. We set κopt

ex =
κin

√
2Cin + 1 to maximize the upper bound of the success

probability. (c) Dependence of the average infidelity on the
ratio κ/g, using (κin, ωx, ηx, n̄x) = (1, 0.1, 0.2, 1) (same for (d-
e)). The infidelity is observed to scale as (κ/g)−1 shown by a
black dashed line, indicating that κ ≫ g is required to achieve
sub % level infidelity. (d) Dependence on the ratio of ω/κ at
κ/g = 10. The infidelities exhibit different characteristics
depending on the values of g, transitioning between the mo-
tional sideband-resolved regime (ω/κ > 1), which yields lower
infidelity, and the unresolved regime (ω/κ < 1) with higher
errors; see text. (e) Trade-off between the infidelity (black)
and the success probability (blue) by applying detection-time
filtering, centered at the peak success probability. The same
parameters (g, κex, κin, ω) = (10, 100, 1, 0.1)γ are used in (e)
and (f). (f) Dependence of the infidelity on the mean phonon
number n̄x. Cooling to the motional ground state allows the
infidelity to be suppressed below 0.1 %. The dotted lines rep-
resent the averaged infidelity at n̄x = 0.

We then explore a wide range of κ/ωx spanning both
unresolved and resolved sideband regimes as plotted in
Fig. 3(d); the resolved regime clearly suppresses the av-
erage infidelity. Finite-temperature effect is also a signif-
icant source of motion-induced infidelity — the effective
coupling strength depends on the motional quanta nx as
g[1− η2x(nx + 1/2)] (see Appendix D for the derivation),
therefore the finite temperature of the trapped atom re-
duces the indistinguishability of the photon, leading to

increased infidelity of the HEG [29].

From the above, we find that moderate detection-time
filtering and near-ground state cooling are essential for
managing the infidelity inherent in trapped-atom remote
entanglement generation protocols; this is illustrated in
Fig. 3(e) at the cost of success probability. Fig. 3(f) shows
the strong dependence on the mean motional quanta n̄x:
cooling to n̄x ≲ 0.5 is required to reach the sub 0.1%
level for the parameters shown here, i.e. the near-ground
state cooling is essential for realizing high-rate and high-
fidelity HEG (see Sec. IV).

Note that our model can be extended to incorporate
more realistic scenarios, including mismatches in the ex-
perimental parameters of two different atom-cavity sys-
tems, by using different kick operators for the two atoms,
as we discuss in Appendix E. We also extended our model
to consider a running-wave cavity where photon genera-
tion occurs unidirectionally (Appendix F).

III. TIME-BIN ENCODING

Time-bin encoding of photonic qubits is a promis-
ing approach for quantum networking, offering robust-
ness against optical-fiber-induced polarization and phase
fluctuations [32, 41], compatibility with nondegenerate
polarization-mode cavity systems such as nanophotonic
resonators [42–44], and scalability for extending to the
higher-dimensional qudit-based networking [45]. How-
ever, the time-bin-encoded state-dependent photon emis-
sion requires additional steps, as schematically illustrated
in Fig. 4(a), necessitating careful consideration of the ad-
ditional operations to accurately evaluate and mitigate
motion-induced infidelity. The initial state is a super-
position of the qubit states: |init⟩s = (|0⟩s + |1⟩s)/

√
2,

from which selective excitation from |1⟩s to the excited
state is performed, followed by cavity-enhanced photon
emission, completing the generation of the ‘early’ time-
bin photon. Typically, the second ‘late’ time-bin photon
generation follows the state swap (Pauli X gate) with
separation in time T between the two excitations, result-
ing in an atom-motion-photon entangled state of the form
Eq. (2) by replacing âH and âV with âe and âl, respec-
tively. Here âe(l) is the annihilation operator of the early
(late) time-bin photon. BSM can be performed by using
a single beamsplitter and a pair of single-photon detec-
tors, shown in Fig. 5(a), positioned at the central node
between two remote atom-cavity systems, enabling pro-
jections such as P̂(τe, τl) = â+e (τe)â

+
l (τl) that establish

entanglement between the two atoms [15].

The atom-photon entanglement generation follows an
excitation laser driving |1⟩s ↔ |e⟩s transition, whose re-
coil effect is described by an operator acting on the emo-
tional state R̂y. The dynamics of the atom-cavity sys-
tem with no atomic and cavity decays is described by the
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FIG. 4. State-dependent emission of time-bin encoded pho-
tons. (a) Sequence for generating the entanglement between
the spin state and the time-bin photon. (b) State-dependent
excitation and free oscillation in the harmonic trap result in
detrimental entanglement between the motional state and the
time-bin photon, if the time-bin separation T is not exactly
at an integer multiple of 2π/ω, as illustrated with simplified
representations of Wigner functions in the laboratory frame.

non-Hermitian Hamiltonian

Ĥt(t) =ℏg cos[ηx(b̂xe−iωxt + b̂†xe
iωxt)](ĉ|e⟩s⟨1|+ ĉ†|1⟩s⟨e|)

− iℏ(γ|e⟩s⟨e|+ κĉ†ĉ).
(13)

For the early time-bin photon, the emission-induced re-
coil effect is given by (see Appendix B for detailed deriva-
tion)

K̂e(t) =
√
2κex ⟨1|c⟨0|s ĉ ÔHt(t; 0)|e⟩s|0⟩c. (14)

After the state swap2, photon emission for the second
time bin starts with another excitation laser at time T ,
where the recoil-induced effect is given by

K̂l(t) =
√
2κex ⟨1|c⟨0|s ĉ ÔHt(t+ T ;T )|e⟩s|0⟩c. (15)

In the frame rotating at the trap frequencies, the recoil
effect induced by the excitation at t = T is given by
Û†

f,y(T )R̂yÛf,y(T ), where Ûf,µ(t) = e−iωµb̂
†
µb̂µt represents

the free oscillatory evolution in the trap along axis µ; the
overall kick operators are then

K̂0(t) =K̂e(t)R̂y,

K̂1(t) =K̂l(t)Û
†
f,y(T )R̂yÛf,y(T ).

(16)

2 The state swap pulses can be applied in a recoil-free manner
either by two-photon Raman coupling [21] or with composite
pulses [33, 34]; thus we safely ignore their effect on the motional
states of the atoms. Note that their incorporation into the model
is possible.
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FIG. 5. Motion-induced infidelity of the entangled atom
pairs generated with the time-bin-based HEG protocol. (a)
Bell-state measurement setup for the time-bin photons. (b)
Excitation-laser-induced recoil effect Jy(T ) given by Eq. (18)
with ηy = 0.2. Deviation from the condition ωyT being inte-
ger multiples of 2π results in Jy < 1, with larger infidelity for
higher-temperature initial condition. (c) Emission-induced
infidelity ϵx(τe, τl) for ωxT = 2π and (d) ωxT = 1.5π. The
parameters are (g, κex, κin, ωx) = (10, 100, 1, 0.1)γ, ηx = 0.2
and n̄x = 1.0. Configuring ωxT and ωyT to be integer multi-
ples of 2π ensures high fidelity.

From these operators, we find that the motion-induced
infidelity is given by ϵ(τe, τl) = [1 − Jy(T )Jx(τe, τl)]/2,
where

Jy(T ) =
∣∣∣Tr[Û†

f,y(T )R̂
†
yÛf,y(T )R̂yρ̂m,y

]∣∣∣2, (17)

and the detection-time-dependent term Jx(τe, τl) has the
same form as Eq. (12) by respectively replacing K̂+(τH)

and K̂−(τV ) with K̂e(τe) and K̂l(τl). Thus, the fidelity
depends on not only detection times but also the time
separation T .

Tuning the trap frequency ωy and time separation T
such that ωyT is an integer multiple of 2π ensures that
Jy(T ) reaches unity for any R̂y and ρ̂m,y, because Ûf,y(t)
becomes an identity operator. With the displacement-
operator expression for the excitation-induced recoil
kicks R̂y = eiηy(b̂

†
y+b̂y) [39], and initial states ρ̂m,y be-

ing a thermal state with the mean phonon number n̄y,
an analytical expression can be obtained as follows:

Jy(T ) = e−2η2
y(2n̄y+1)(1−cosωyT ), (18)

which we plot in Fig. 5(b). As evident from the expres-
sion and the plot, setting ωyT = 2π ensures Jy(T ) = 1
independent of mean phonon numbers.

As a result of the tuning ωyT = 2π, the motion-
induced infidelity now depends only on the motional de-
gree of freedom along x axis, ϵ(τe, τl) = ϵx(τe, τl) :=
[1 − Jx(τe, τl)]/2. Further, it is beneficial to tune ωxT
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FIG. 6. An example implementation of high-rate, high-fidelity operations mediated by time-bin encoded photons. (a) Time-
mltiplexed cavity-assisted HEG [8, 29, 32]. Multiple atoms of the same species are coupled to the cavity mode for time-efficient
operation in the presence of atom transport and initialization time costs of 100 µs [29]. Addressing laser beams are used to
selectively excite one atom at a time, generating photons to be interfered with and detected at the measurement apparatus
(Figs. 4(a) and 5(a)) while decoupling the other atoms from the cavity mode to avoid crosstalk. The bottom panel illustrates
the pulse train from the multiple-atom cavity system (normalized photon wavepackets), where colors indicate the source atom
labels. We obtain the overall time cost by considering the case where pulses are separated in time such that the photon
wavepacket normalized by their peak values (see plot) decays to 10−3 before the next pulse is generated, to ensure negligible
overlap. (b) The rate-fidelity tradeoff by varying detection windows. For a given window width and initial motional state
(thermal state with mean phonon number n̄), we obtain the window-integrated photon detection probability and the weighted-
average infidelity inside the detection window. The time-multiplexed HEG rate is obtained from the pulse length and heralding
probability pHEG = p2e/2, where pe is the photon generation probability inside the detection window.

to be an integer multiple of 2π, such that K̂e(t) = K̂l(t)

because Ĥt(t + T ) = Ĥt(t). This also improves the fi-
delity, as shown in Fig. 5(c). A similar feature was ob-
served in the time-bin-photon-mediated HEG experiment
with free-space photon collection rather than a cavity
[19], where the trap period condition had to be satisfied
for all three axes. This is in contrast to the cavity-based
approach discussed here, where the cavity restricts the
direction of the emission-induced kick only to the x di-
rection. This simplifies the requirement for the proto-
col design and is practical for atom trapping techniques
with intrinsic symmetry of the potentials, such as optical
tweezers with cylindrical symmetry where the axes with
the same trapping frequencies (e.g., x and y directions
with ωx = ωy) can be aligned to the cavity mode and the
excitation axis.

IV. TIME-MULTIPLEXED OPERATION

Here, we apply the presented model for designing quan-
tum networking operations. In particular, we consider
time-multiplexed HEG operation [8, 29, 32] mediated by
time-bin encoded photons, as illustrated in Fig. 6(a). The
time multiplexing proceeds by preparing a large array of
atoms or ions in the cavity mode followed by sequential
HEG trials for each atom while applying AC Stark beams
to shift the other atoms away from resonance [8, 29]; this
mitigates the large temporal cost associated with atom
transport and initialization, resulting in efficient usage
of the optical channels for high-rate quantum network-
ing. Compared to the polarization-based protocols [29],
achieving both high-rate and high-fidelity operation is

nontrivial with time-bin encoded protocols due to the
additional requirement for synchronization with atomic
motion, as discussed in Sec. III. Our model allows the
design and evaluation of such an operation. In Fig. 6, we
illustrate our protocol design and resulting performance;
we place the photon emissions from one of the internal
states in a single batch (early), with minimal time cost
to shift the second batch (late) for the other internal
states starting at T at an integer multiple of trap peri-
ods of both x and y directions which we assumed to be
the same, as appropriate for optical tweezer traps. With
this, the excitation-induced spin-motion coupling can be
minimized (Fig. 5). The state swap pulses between the
two time bins can be applied simultaneously for all qubits
in the cavity, with negligible time cost [32].

Figure 6(b) is the predicted trade-off between motion-
induced infidelity and time-multiplexed HEG rates [8].
The detection-time filtering technique enables HEG rates
of 3 × 105 s−1 (n̄ > 1) to around 5 × 105 s−1 (n̄ ∼ 0.1),
while maintaining the average infidelity significantly be-
low 10−2 [8]. Along with the increased infidelity, the
larger n̄ results in the slower photon emission process due
to the spread of population into multiple motional lev-
els, which effectively decreases the atom-cavity coupling
strength [46]. The chosen parameters for this simula-
tion are (g, κ, γ, ω)/2π = (5, 7.5, 0.2, 0.1) MHz with corre-
sponding η = 0.2, a typical regime for various experimen-
tally relevant cavity-QED platforms, such as nanofiber
cavity QED systems [8], where the atom number capac-
ity in the cavity is 200. This result, in conjunction with
the thorough analysis for other types of infidelities in
cavity-assisted quantum interconnect such as in Ref. [29],
enables the design of high-fidelity quantum networking
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operations.

V. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In conclusion, we presented a comprehensive and
tractable model to analyze the recoil-induced infidelity
in the cavity-assisted remote entanglement generation
protocols, demonstrating that high-fidelity and high-rate
operation are possible by careful protocol design includ-
ing the detection-time filtering. In particular, cavity-
assisted protocols analyzed in this work allowed simpli-
fication of the motional-mode treatment thanks to the
well-defined emission mode and the associated recoil di-
rections. Our work simplifies and streamlines the analy-
sis of high-fidelity quantum networking operations with
scalable trapped-atom qubit systems.

Our model further supports the on-the-fly estimation
of motion-induced infidelity in each Bell pair, from the
photon detection-time information, in a similar spirit
as Ref. [29]. This can be fed into protocols imple-
mented at the logical level of quantum error-correcting
codes, such as decoding in the logical-level entanglement-
distillation protocols [8, 28]. Further system-level opti-
mization for multiprocessor fault-tolerant quantum com-
puting or quantum networking nodes is possible by in-
corporating the identified rate-fidelity tradeoff. We leave
the physical-to-logical interface design and optimization
for future work.
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Appendix A: General Expression of the
Recoil-Induced Infidelity

In this section, we outline the derivation of our general
model for the HEG protocol with two-photon interfer-
ence that incorporates the motional degree of freedom
of atoms. The initial state of the atom, possessing both
spin and motional states, is given by

ρ̂init = |init⟩s⟨init| ⊗ ρ̂m, (A1)

where initial spin and motional states are |init⟩s⟨init| and
ρ̂m, respectively. Subsequently, the spin-photon entan-
glement is generated by a state-dependent photon emis-
sion. We model this process by an evolution operator Ĝ

of spin-motion-photon states after the photon generation
process,

Ĝ =

(
|0⟩s(â0[K̂0(t)])

† + |1⟩s(â1[K̂1(t)])
†
)

⟨init|s√
2

,

(A2)
where

(âi[K̂i(t)])
† =

∫
dt K̂i(t)(âi(t))

†, (A3)

using the non-unitary kick operator K̂i(t) acting on a
motional state. Then, the resulting state of the atom and
the propagating mode of the emitted photon is given by

ρ̂ = Ĝ(ρ̂init ⊗ |vac⟩⟨vac|)Ĝ† + ρ̂fail, (A4)

where ρ̂fail represents the unnormalized state correspond-
ing to the event of failed photon emission with the failure
probability Tr[ρ̂fail].

Next, we consider the case in which both Alice and
Bob generate spin-photon entanglement at their respec-
tive nodes, and transmit the emitted photons to the BSM
apparatus for remote entanglement generation. Upon
obtaining a detection pattern that confirms the success
of the BSM, the entanglement between Alice and Bob’s
spins is generated. As a representative example of the
detection pattern, illustrated in Fig. 2, 5 and discussed
in the main text, we define the corresponding POVM
D̂(τ0, τ1) by

D̂(τ0, τ1) = P̂†(τ0, τ1)P̂(τ0, τ1),

P̂(τ0, τ1) = â+0 (τ0)â
+
1 (τ1),

(A5)

where â±i (t) = (âAi (t)±âBi (t))/
√
2 and the detection time

τi. The superscripts q ∈ {A,B} of the states and oper-
ators represent Alice and Bob, respectively. Then, we
obtain the projected spin-motion states by tracing out
the propagating modes as

ρ̂sm(τ0, τ1) =
Trp[D̂(τ0, τ1)ρ̂

A ⊗ ρ̂B ]

Tr[D̂(τ0, τ1)ρ̂A ⊗ ρ̂B ]
, (A6)

where Trp[·] represents the partial trace of propagating
modes. To further simplify the expression, we intro-
duce an operator for the remote entanglement generation
Ê(τ0, τ1) by

Ê(τ0, τ1)

=
|01⟩sK̂A

0 (τ0)K̂B
1 (τ1) + |10⟩sK̂A

1 (τ1)K̂B
0 (τ0)

4
A
s ⟨init|Bs ⟨init|,

(A7)
which projects the spin states onto the Hilbert space con-
sisting of {|01⟩s, |10⟩s} and satisfies the following rela-
tion:

Ê(τ0, τ1)|vac⟩ = P̂(τ0, τ1)ĜAĜB |vac⟩. (A8)
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Thus, the projected spin-motion state is simplified by

ρ̂sm(τ0, τ1) =
Ê(τ0, τ1)(ρ̂

A
init ⊗ ρ̂Binit)Ê

†(τ0, τ1)
PD, (τ0, τ1)

. (A9)

Here, PD(τ0, τ1) is the probability density of the detection
given by

PD(τ0, τ1) =Tr[Ê(τ0, τ1)(ρ̂
A
init ⊗ ρ̂Binit)Ê

†(τ0, τ1)]

=
CA

00C
B
11 + CA

11C
B
00

16
,

(A10)

where Cq
ij = Tr[K̂q

i (τi)ρ̂
q
m(K̂q

j (τj))
†].

To evaluate the fidelity of remote spin-spin entangle-
ment, we further trace out the motional state and obtain

ρ̂s(τ0, τ1) =
1

CA
00C

B
11 + CA

11C
B
00

(
CA

00C
B
11 CA

01C
B
10

CA
10C

B
01 CA

11C
B
00

)
,

(A11)
where the basis of the matrix is {|01⟩s, |10⟩s}. Thus, the
infidelity from |Ψ+⟩ is given by

ϵ(τ0, τ1) =
1

2
− Re[CA

01C
B
10]

CA
00C

B
11 + CA

11C
B
00

. (A12)

Assuming that the systems of Alice and Bob are identical,
i.e., K̂A

0(1) = K̂B
0(1) =: K̂0(1) and ρ̂Am = ρ̂Bm =: ρ̂m, we find

ρ̂s(τ0, τ1) =(1− ϵ(τ0, τ1))|Ψ+⟩⟨Ψ+|
+ ϵ(τ0, τ1)|Ψ−⟩⟨Ψ−|,

ϵ(τ0, τ1) =
1− J(τ0, τ1)

2
,

(A13)

where

J(τ0, τ1) =
Tr[K̂0(τ0)ρ̂mK̂†

1(τ1)] Tr[K̂1(τ1)ρ̂mK̂†
0(τ0)]

Tr[K̂0(τ0)ρ̂mK̂†
0(τ0)] Tr[K̂1(τ1)ρ̂mK̂†

1(τ1)]
.

(A14)
Note that while the other detection pattern
{â−0 (τ0), â−1 (τ1)} projects the initial spin state onto
|Ψ+⟩, the remaining patterns, {â+0 (τ0), â−1 (τ1)} and
{â−0 (τ0), â+1 (τ1)}, project the spins onto |Ψ−⟩ with
the same infidelity ϵ(τ0, τ1) and probability density
PD(τ0, τ1); Thus the success probability density of the
protocol is 4PD(τ0, τ1).

This model has a wide range of applicability, covering
not only cavity-enhanced photon generation but also free-
space emission. Given the kick operator K̂q

i , derived by
a direct time evolution of the photon generation process,
we can straightforwardly evaluate the success probability
and the recoil-induced infidelity of a HEG protocol, by
using Eqs. (A10) and (A12).

Appendix B: Derivation of Kick Operators

In this section, we describe the detailed derivation of
the kick operators. We first consider the polarization-
encoding case, for which the dynamics during the photon

emission is governed by the Hamiltonian Eq. (7). To
identify kick operators, we assume the initial state to be
|e⟩s|0⟩c|ϕ⟩m, where |0⟩c is a vacuum state of two cavity
modes and |ϕ⟩m is an arbitrary motional state. We first
consider the dynamics of the atom-cavity system under
the condition of no atomic and cavity field decays. Here,
we regard the propagating modes as the environment,
to which the cavity mode leaks out with rate κex. The
dynamics is described by the non-Hermitian Schrödinger
equation:

iℏ
d|ψ(t)⟩

dt
= Ĥp(t)|ψ(t)⟩, (B1)

where Ĥp := Ĥp − iℏ[γ|e⟩s⟨e|+ κ(ĉ†+ĉ+ + ĉ†−ĉ−)] [40, 47,
48]. We formally solve this equation by

|ψ(t)⟩ = ÔHp(t; 0)|e⟩s|0⟩c|ϕ⟩m, (B2)

where

ÔHp(t; t0) = T
[
exp

(
− i

ℏ

∫ t

t0

dt′ Ĥp(t
′)

)]
. (B3)

This intra-cavity state relates to the propagating pho-
tonic state as follows [30, 38, 40]:

|ζ⟩ =
∫ ∞

0

dt
√
2κex(â

†
H(t)ĉ++â

†
V (t)ĉ−)|ψ(t)⟩|vac⟩, (B4)

where |ζ⟩ is a state consisting of the spin, cavity, mo-
tional, and propagating modes. After the photon emis-
sion the cavity state remains in |0⟩c, and thus the spin-
motion-photon state is given by c⟨0|ζ⟩. Setting the ansatz

c⟨0|ζ⟩ =
1√
2

(
|0⟩s

∫
dt K̂+(t)â

†
H(t)

+ |1⟩s
∫

dt K̂−(t)â
†
V (t)

)
|ϕ⟩m|vac⟩,

(B5)

we find

K̂+(t)|0⟩s|ϕ⟩m =2
√
κex c⟨0|ĉ+ÔHp(t; 0)|e⟩s|0⟩c|ϕ⟩m,

K̂−(t)|1⟩s|ϕ⟩m =2
√
κex c⟨0|ĉ−ÔHp(t; 0)|e⟩s|0⟩c|ϕ⟩m.

(B6)
This result shows that for any initial motional state ρ̂m
the emission-induced kick operators are given by

K̂+(t) =2
√
κex ⟨0|c⟨0|s ĉ+ÔHp(t; 0)|e⟩s|0⟩c,

K̂−(t) =2
√
κex ⟨1|c⟨0|s ĉ−ÔHp(t; 0)|e⟩s|0⟩c.

(B7)

We also consider the time-bin encoding case, where the
Hamiltonian is given by

Ĥt(t) =ℏg cos[ηx(b̂xe−iωxt + b̂†xe
iωxt)]

× (ĉ|e⟩s⟨1|+ ĉ†|1⟩s⟨e|).
(B8)

With the initial state (|0⟩s + |1⟩s)|0⟩c|ϕ⟩m/
√
2, we first

apply the state-dependent excitation whose evolution op-
erator is given by

Êx = |0⟩s⟨0|⊗ |0⟩c⟨0|⊗ ÎM+ |e⟩s⟨1|⊗ |0⟩c⟨0|⊗ R̂y, (B9)
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where ÎM is the identity operator of the motional degree
of freedom. Subsequently, the spin-motion-cavity state
under the dynamics with no atomic and cavity decays is
given by

ÔHt(t; 0)Êx(|0⟩s + |1⟩s)|0⟩c|ϕ⟩m/
√
2

=
|0⟩s|0⟩c|ϕ⟩m + ÔHt(t; 0)R̂y|e⟩s|0⟩c|ϕ⟩m√

2
,

(B10)

where we have defined Ĥt = Ĥt − iℏ(γ|e⟩s⟨e| + κĉ†ĉ).
Thus, the total state consisting of the spin, cavity, mo-
tional, and propagating modes after the first photon gen-
eration is given by(

|0⟩s|0⟩c + |1⟩s|0⟩c
∫

dt K̂e(t)R̂yâ
†
e(t)

)
|ϕ⟩m|vac⟩/

√
2,

where the kick operator is given by

K̂e(t) =
√
2κex ⟨1|c⟨0|s ĉ ÔHt(t; 0)|e⟩s|0⟩c. (B11)

After we apply the state swap or the Pauli X gate, and
wait to set the time-separation to be T , we apply the
state-dependent excitation again. In the frame rotating
at trap frequencies, the second excitation is described by

Êx
(l)

=Û†
f (T )ÊxÛf(T )

=|0⟩s⟨0| ⊗ |0⟩c⟨0| ⊗ ÎM + |e⟩s⟨1| ⊗ |0⟩c⟨0| ⊗ R̂(l)
y ,

where Ûf(t) = Πµ=x,y,zÛf,µ(t) and R̂
(l)
y =

Û†
f,y(T )R̂yÛf,y(T ). Thus, the final state after the

late photon generation is given by

1√
2

(
|0⟩s|0⟩c

∫
dt K̂e(t)R̂yâ

†
e(t)|ϕ⟩m|vac⟩

+ |1⟩s|0⟩c
∫

dt K̂l(t)R̂
(l)
y â†l (t)|ϕ⟩m|vac⟩

)
,

(B12)

where

K̂l(t) =
√
2κex ⟨1|c⟨0|s ĉ ÔHt(t+ T ;T )|e⟩s|0⟩c. (B13)

We identify the overall kick operators as follows:

K̂0(t) =K̂e(t)R̂y,

K̂1(t) =K̂l(t)R̂
(l)
y ,

(B14)

for any initial motional state ρ̂m.

Appendix C: Numerical Simulation of the
Time-Ordered Operator

We show an efficient calculation method for time-
ordered operators ÔHp(t; t0) for polarization encoding
and ÔHt(t; t0) for time-bin encoding. We first discuss

ÔHp(t; t0). A brute-force calculation method is to dis-
cretize the time with sufficiently small time step ∆tj =
tj+1 − tj and approximate the operator as

ÔHp(tN+1; t0) ≈ e−iĤp(tN )∆tN/ℏ · · · e−iĤp(t0)∆t0/ℏ.
(C1)

In contrast, one can derive a rigorous and computation-
ally efficient expression of ÔHp(t; t0) by utilizing the fact
that the Hamiltonian Ĥp(t) on the rotating frame of
trap frequencies is derived from a time-independent one
Eq. (6) as described in the following: We consider the un-
normalized state vector |ψ(t)⟩ = ÔHp(t; t0)|ψ(t0)⟩ with
the arbitrary pure state |ψ(t0)⟩. The temporal dynamics
of the state vector is described by solving the Shrödinger
equation given by

iℏ
d|ψ(t)⟩

dt
= Ĥp(t)|ψ(t)⟩. (C2)

Here, we consider the Hamiltonian given by
ˆ̄Hp =

∑
µ=x,y,z

ℏωµb̂
†
µb̂µ

+ ℏg cos[ηx(b̂x + b̂†x)](ĉ+|e⟩s⟨0|+ ĉ−|e⟩s⟨1|+ H.c.),
(C3)

and Ĥp(t) is derived from ˆ̄Hp by way of

Ĥp(t) = Û†
f (t)

ˆ̄HpÛf(t) + iℏ

(
dÛ†

f (t)

dt

)
Ûf(t), (C4)

where Ûf(t) = e−i
∑

µ=x,y,z ωµb̂
†
µb̂µt represents the free

oscillatory evolution. From Eqs. (C2) and (C4), we
find the Schrödinger equation for the transformed state∣∣ψ̄(t)〉 = Ûf(t)|ψ(t)⟩ given by

iℏ
d
∣∣ψ̄(t)〉
dt

= ˆ̄Hp|ψ̄(t)⟩, (C5)

where ˆ̄Hp = ˆ̄Hp − iℏ[γ|e⟩s⟨e| + κ(ĉ†+ĉ+ + ĉ†−ĉ−)]. This
equation gives

∣∣ψ̄(t)〉 = e−i ˆ̄Hp(t−t0)/ℏ
∣∣ψ̄(t0)〉, and thus

we find

|ψ(t)⟩ = Û†
f (t)e

−i ˆ̄Hp(t−t0)/ℏÛf(t0)|ψ(t0)⟩. (C6)

By comparing it with |ψ(t)⟩ = ÔHp(t; t0)|ψ(t0)⟩, we ob-
tain

ÔHp(t; t0) = Û†
f (t)e

−i ˆ̄Hp(t−t0)/ℏÛf(t0). (C7)

For ÔHt(t; t0), we can use the same recipe and obtain

ÔHt(t; t0) = Û†
f (t)e

−i ˆ̄Ht(t−t0)/ℏÛf(t0), (C8)

where
ˆ̄Ht =

∑
µ=x,y,z

ℏωµb̂
†
µb̂µ

+ ℏg cos[ηx(b̂x + b̂†x)](ĉ|e⟩s⟨1|+ ĉ†|1⟩s⟨e|)
− iℏ(γ|e⟩s⟨e|+ κĉ†ĉ).

The results shown in the main text are obtained by nu-
merically calculating Eqs. (C7), (C8) with QuTiP [49].
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FIG. A1. Motion-induced infidelity of the time-bin-encoding
HEG protocol in the presence of difference in system parame-
ters between the two modules, while the following parameters
are the same: (κex, κin, ωy) = (100, 1, 0.1)γ and ηx = 0.2. We
also consider the case T = 2π/ωy for both cavities. g and
ωx are varied between the two systems as gB = gA + δg and
ωB
x = ωA

x + δωx with (gA, ωA
x ) = (10, 0.1)γ. The initial mo-

tional states of two modules are characterized by the same
motional quanta n̄x. (a) Averaged infidelity as a function of
δg/g

A for δωx = 0. The dotted lines illustrate the case for
δg = 0. A few % level deviation of g, combined with near-
ground state cooling n̄x < 0.5, suppresses ϵx. (b) Averaged
infidelity as a function of δωx/ω

A
x for δg = 0. The dotted lines

represent the infidelity for δωx = 0. Here, the dependence on
δωx is moderate, tolerating ∼ 10 % deviation at n̄ < 0.5.

Appendix D: Motional-State Dependent
Atom-Photon Coupling

Assuming a trap frequency is sufficiently larger than
the bandwidth of a cavity, the transition probability be-
tween different motional states through photon gener-
ation is negligible. In this motional-sideband resolved
regime, the effective atom-photon coupling rate can be
defined for each motional state. In the frame rotating at
the trap frequency ωx, the position-dependent coupling
strength is given as

g cos[ηx(b̂xe
−iωxt + b̂†xe

iωxt)]

=g

[
1− η2x

2
(b̂xb̂

†
x + b̂2xe

−2iωxt + H.c.)
]
+O(η4x)

≃g
[
1− η2x

2
(2b̂†xb̂x + 1)

]
+O(η4x)

(D1)

where we have used [b̂x, b̂
†
x] = 1 and neglected the higher-

frequency components b̂2xe−2iωxt and b̂
†2
x e

2iωxt, called the
rotating-wave approximation. Thus, effective coupling
strength for the motional quanta nx is given by

gnx
≃ g[1− η2x(nx + 1/2)], (D2)

up to the third order of ηx. Thus, the finite temperature
of the trapped atom reduces the indistinguishability of
the photon, leading to increased infidelity.

Appendix E: Infidelity from the System Parameter
Difference Between the Two Cavities

In the main article, we have assumed that Alice and
Bob have identical systems, which is desired for high-
fidelity HEG. In a realistic situation, however, there
should be fractional differences between system param-
eters, which increases the infidelity. Our model can in-
corporate such inhomogeneity by constructing (different)
kick operators of Alice and Bob, as explained in Ap-
pendix A. As an example, we first consider that the atom-
photon coupling strength gB of Bob is slightly larger than
that of Alice: gB = gA + δg. This may arise from the
finite variation of the cavity mode distribution [29] or
the difference in the finesse of two cavities. As shown in
Fig. A1(a), this disparity introduces a rapid increase in
the infidelity averaged over the entire probability distri-
bution.

The discrepancy of the x-axis trap frequencies between
the two parties may also arise, resulting in ωB

x = ωA
x +δωx

.
As shown in Fig. A1(b), as long as the excitation-laser
induced error Jy is managed by the appropriate choice of
T , δωx

does not result in a significant effect.

Appendix F: Running-Wave Cavities

We investigate the scaling of infidelity with the Lamb-
Dicke parameter for the standing-wave cavity, as detailed
in the main article, and a running-wave cavity. In the
running-wave cavity, atomic transitions |0⟩s ↔ |e⟩s and
|1⟩s ↔ |e⟩s are respectively coupled to the cavity modes
ĉ+ and ĉ−, in a similar manner to the standing-wave cav-
ity in Sec. II. First, we consider the case where two run-
ning modes co-propagate along x axis, e.g., realized by a
twisted ring cavity [29, 50, 51], in which the Hamiltonian
is given by

Ĥrun(t) = ℏg[d̂x(t)(ĉ+|e⟩s⟨0|+ ĉ−|e⟩s⟨1|) + H.c.], (F1)

where d̂x(t) = eiηx(b̂xe
−iωxt+b̂†xe

iωxt). As shown in Fig.
A2, the infidelity for the running-wave cavity with unidi-
rectional photon emission follows the LD parameter scal-
ing ϵ ∝ η2x, whereas for the standing-wave cavity, it fol-
lows ϵ ∝ η4x. This different scaling arises because the
running-wave cavity allows the motional coupling with
∆nx = ±1, while the standing-wave cavity forbids it.
In addition, the magnitude of the infidelities depends
strongly on the ratio ωx/γ. In the regime ωx ≪ γ, the
running-wave cavity suppresses the infidelity — by a fac-
tor of ≳ 10 at ηx ∼ 0.1 — compared to the standing-wave
cavity. Conversely, in the regime ωx ∼ γ, this trend re-
verses.

Note that in the case where two running modes
counter-propagate, we find that the fidelity is signifi-
cantly degraded, because the directions of the photon-
recoil kick in motional phase space should be almost op-
posite for two polarization modes regardless of the detec-
tion times.
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FIG. A2. Lamb-Dicke parameter scaling of the aver-
age infidelity for the standing- and running-wave cavities at
(a) ωx/γ = 0.1 and (b) ωx/γ = 1. The parameters are
(g, κex, κin) = (10, 100, 1)γ and n̄x = 1. While the infideli-
ties of standing- and running-wave cavity scales as η4

x and
η2
x, respectively, the magnitude of the infidelities strongly de-

pends on the ratio ωx/γ.

Appendix G: Fast-Excitation Approximation

In the main text, we set Ω(t) ≫ rc := min(κ, g2/κ),
i.e., the excitation of an atom to |e⟩s is much faster
than the effective bandwidth of photon generation based
on cavity QED [52], which allowed us to treat the
fast excitation and the photon-generation dynamics as
independent. Here, we perform a simplified analysis to
identify a concrete applicability range of this approx-
imation. We consider a two-level system {|g⟩s, |e⟩s}
that resonantly couples to the cavity mode ĉ. The
Hamiltonian is

Ĥ(t) =
∑

µ=x,y

ℏωµb̂
†
µb̂µ +Ω(t)

[
σ̂+e

iηy(b̂
†
y+b̂y) + H.c.

]
+ ℏg cos[ηx(b̂†x + b̂x)](ĉ

†σ̂− + ĉσ̂+),
(G1)

where σ̂+ = |e⟩s⟨g| and σ̂− = |g⟩s⟨e|. We consider the
dynamics where we apply a π pulse with the Rabi fre-

quency Ω in time 0 ≤ t ≤ t0 := π/(2Ω) and numerically
solve the master equation:

dρ̂

dt
= − i

ℏ
[Ĥ(t), ρ̂] +

∑
i

(
L̂iρ̂L̂

†
i −

1

2
{L̂†L̂, ρ̂}

)
, (G2)

with the Lindblad operators L̂0 =
√
2κĉ and L̂1 =√

2γσ̂−, to get the state ρ̂(t0) after the excitation. We
evaluate the overlap between the simulated final state
and the ideal state ρ̂id(t0) where two dynamics are com-
pletely independent, which can be simulated by setting
g = 0. The overlap is defined as the fidelity

Foverlap =

(
Tr

√√
ρ̂(t0)ρ̂id(t0)

√
ρ̂(t0)

)2

, (G3)

As shown in Fig. A3, 1−Foverlap is sufficiently suppressed
for the realistic values of Ω, such as those satisfying Ω/rc
exceeding several tens. We note that our model is also ap-
plicable for the case of a slower excitation with mixed dy-
namics along x and y axes; this can be done by construct-
ing the kick operators from a full-Hamiltonian dynamics
including the excitation lasers, e.g., by using Eq. (C1),
and with expression Eq. (A12). Concrete evaluation of
such a situation is outside of the scope of this paper.
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FIG. A3. Deviation of the spin-motion state from the fast-
excitation limit Ω ≫ rc. The parameters are (g, ωx, ωy) =
(5, 0.1, 0.1)γ and ηx = ηy = 0.2. We used rc = g2/κ = 2.5γ
for g/κ = 1/2, and rc = κ = 2.5γ for g/κ = 2.
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